
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 5

* 23° SOUTH DEARBORN ST.

NOV 0 2 1990

CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604
REPLY TO THE ATTENTION OF:

5WCC-TOB-8

George Schillinger
General Manager
Sauget Sanitary Development and Research Association
One American Bottoms Road ________ _
Sauget, Illinois 62201

Dear Mr. Schillinger:

Re: Pretreatment Audit Conducted
June 5-6, 1989

Enclosed for your review is a copy of the subject audit report. Section two
of the report is a "Summary of Findings, Required Actions, and Recommen-
dations." In all cases where Findings of Deficiencies are noted, the audit
report identifies Required Actions and Reconmended Actions to correct said
deficiencies.

Please review the report and (1) identify for our records any deficiencies
that have been corrected, and any Required or Recommended Actions that have
already been taken, including the date(s) the Required or Recommended
Action(s) was (were) taken; (2) provide a schedule for correction of the
remaining deficiencies, including specific timetables or dates for each
Required Action; and (3) your proposed course of action, including a time-
table, for each Recommended Action. It is requested that you provide this
within 30 days of receipt of this letter.

Please note that while the audit report stresses the need for adoption of
local lijmits for ammonia, we recognize that this process will be resolved via
our consent decree negotiation.

In the meantime, if you have any questions, please contact me at 312-886-6760.

Very truly yours,

Michael J. Mikulka, Chief
Compliance Section na __ g ̂

Enclosure -'̂ JS-. ——/t-
AKERICAK BOTIOKS TREATMENT PLAN1

cc: Rich Warrington, IEPA
Ken Rogers, IEPA
Susan Franzetti, Gardner Carton and Douglas
Harold Baker, Attorney for the Village of Sauget
Jim Morgan, Illinois Attorney General

€05156



AUDIT OF RHEIKEAIMENr PROGRAM
VHIAGE OF SADGET, HIIENOIS

October 1990

Prepared by:

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region V

230 South Dearborn Street
Chicago, Illinois 60604



• TABLE OF GCNIENTS

1. Introduction ........................ l

2. Summary of Findings, Required Actions
and P

2.1 Legal Authority and Control Mechanisms. ....... 1-2
2.2 Application of Pretreatment Standards ........ 2
2.3 Conpliance Monitoring ................ 3
2.4 Enforcement ................... ..3
2.5 Data Management and Public Participation ...... 4
2.6 Program Resources .................. 4

APPENDICES

Appendix A - POTW Pretreatment Program Audit Checklist

Appendix B - Village of Sauget NPDES Permit Pretreatment Requirements

Appendix C - Village of Sauget Ordinance Limits

Appendix D - Village of Sauget Sampling Schedule



1. QRBOODCTIOM

On June 5-6, 1989, the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) , with
the assistance of the Illinois Environmental Protection Agency (IEPA) ,
conducted an on-site audit of -the Village of Sauget, Illinois, Industrial
Pretreatment Program. Audit participants are listed on page A-l of the audit
checklist.

The audit consisted of interviews with Village officials and their
contractors, and reviews of Industrial User (IU) files. A copy of the audit
checklist may be found in Appendix A. Additional information is presented in
Appendices B through D.

2. SMfflR3M3F FUTONS, REQUIRED
REOQMMENLkATlCNB

2.1 Legal Authority and Control Mechani

of Deficiencies

The Village's pretreatment ordinance provides the Village with adequate legal
authority to implement its pretreatment program. The ordinance authorizes the
use of permits to control discharges to the POIW. As of May 1, 1989, the
Village had issued 8 permits to the original 8 significant industrial users
(SIU) identified in the program. Two additional SIUs have been identified and
need to have permits issued to them.

The Village is ̂ ŝ uincjjDerjiiî , however, that are
categorical starylardsspecifically for SIUs regulated by 40 CFR 414.

The pretreatment program cnrrhaing SfcgrKtoTTiĈ yratuTC; Proô durjgMp for
enforcement responses. The Village is not following these praoeduces in all
cases. "•"" """" """•" ™

The control mechanisms for, at a minimum, Pfizer (now Harcros — All references
to Pfizer mean Harcros) and Monsanto need to contain limits for ammonia, since
the ammonia discharges from these two companies cause/contribute to Sauget 's
violations of ammonia water quality standards and 1 TUa limit.

It was noted that the Village occasionally has difficulty gaining entrance to
all the SIUs without g6ing through specific entrance procedures developed by
the individual SIUs. We recommend that the Village of sit down with the SIUs
and develop a pre-approved plan or blanket approval so that entry may be
gained more quickly.

Required Actions

1. The Village must issue permits for Rogers Cartage Co. and Clayton Chemical
Co »

2. The Village must roodifyor^ rê gyĝ  fcĥ jjerjjiiis for the .facilities
regulated by 40 crK414 to include mass-based limits.



3. The Village oust follow its approved Standard Operating Procedures and
escalate enforcement response, particularly for Cerro Copper, Big River
Zinc, LanChem, Monsanto, and Pfizer. '

4 . The Village most ̂ ĵyĵ gjngĝ janoe schedules frcm Cerro Copper and Big
River Zinc permits. —».-—,_.. ,

5. The Village roust adopt local limits for ammonia to be applied to Monsanto,
Pfizer, and Trade Waste. A proposal has been submitted to EPA in this
regard.

6. The control mechanisms for Monsanto and Pfizer must be modified to
establish limits for ammonia.

Recommended Actions

1. We recommend that the Village adopt a pre-approval plan or blanket
approval for to enhance quick right of entry to all SIUs.

2.2 Application of Pretreatment Standards

of Deficiencies

The Village ordinance contains a local limit for iron that is applied to
Pfizer. The Village is in the process of developing additional local limits
based on extensive sampling. The most critical need appears to be an ammonia
limit to be applied to Monsanto, Pfizer, and possibly Trade Waste. The
Village's local limits proposal for ammonia was submitted in March 1989, and
has been the subject of negotiations.

The Village uses permits as control mechanisms. Production-based standards
required by 40 CFR 414 are not being applied correctly to Monsanto, Ethyl
Chemical and LanChem.

Additionally, the permits for Big River Zinc and Cerrô Copper cont̂ T
that ̂ How for attainment' of cateori*̂  limits

statutory

Recn̂ red Actions

1. The Village must revise the permits for Monsanto, Ethyl Chemical, and
LanChem to contain mass-based limits in accordance with 40 CFR 414.

2. The Village must modify the permits for Cenxî CoDper and Big River Zinc to
require immediate compliance with categorical "standards.

3. The Village must amend the Monsanto and Pfizer permits to incorporate a
local limit for ammonia. This may also be necessary for Trade Waste. The
local limits issue for ammonia is close to resolution via negotiations as
part of the Federal litigation.



2.3

The village has an adequate compliance monitoring program. However, it was
difficult to tell whether IU reports were being reviewed and assessed for
compliance. Therefore, reports oust be reviewed in a timely fashion and the
results documented.

It is recommended that the inspection reports contain copies of process logs
and a camera be used to record visual observations. Also, chemical storage
areas should be inspected and an evaluation of ha*aTT*nig waste generation
should be made.

Required Actions

1. The Village must review IU reports in a timely fashion and fk̂ wnt the
results of such reviews.

tis

1. IU inspection reports should contain process logs and a camera should be
used to document visual observations.

2. IU chemical storage areas should be inspected.

3. IU hazardous waste generation should be evaluated.

2.4 Enforcement

ifri nti-i rigg of Deficiencies

The Village's program contains Standard Operating Procedures for enforcement
response. However, the village has not been following the procedures in all
cases. The Village has taken enforcement action against Cerro Popper. The
Village, however, needs to escalate enforcement actions againstBig River Zinc
and LanChem.

The Village has failed to initiate enforcement to prevent pass through of
ammonia. (Special Condition 10 and 11 of the permits.)

Required Actions

1. The Village must escalate enforcement actions against Big River Zinc and
lanChem in accordance with the approved Standard Operating Procedures.

2. The Village must initiate enforcement actions against Mansanto and Pfizer
for pass through violations due to their ammonia contributions.



4

2.5 Data HaaagwMnt anfl Public Participation

of Daf iciftivH ̂g

The Village's program has adequate procedures for data management and public
participation. Files were organized and contained appropriate information
except compliancy status could not always be ascertained. The Village has
procedures that address confidentiality, but they are not being followed in
all cases.

The auditors also found minor deficiencies and have made reconnendations
below.

1. Handling of confidential information must be in accordance with the
approved procedures.

Recommended Actions

1. Letters received should be date stamped upon receipt.

2. Files should have signed copies of letters sent.

3. If letters are sent certified, they should have the certified letter
number.

2.6 Program Resources

The Village appears to have adequate resources to effectively implement all
elements of its approved program. The Village has been using contractor
assistance in implementing its program. Funding for the program has decreased
due to initial start up costs not being incurred in the second year and some
additional costs are being reimbursed by the industrial users.
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A/H766VINIBD. PAC

POIW PRETREATMENT PROGRAM AUDIT CHECKLIST

CHECKLIST CONTENTS:

X Section I:
X Section II:
X Section III:
X Section IV:
X Section V:
X Section VI:
X Section VII:
X Section VIII:
X section IX:
X Section X:
X Attachments:

Control Authority Background Information
POTW Pretreatinent Program Fact Sheet
Legal Authority and Control Mechanism
Application of Pretreatment standards
Compliance Monitoring
Enforcement
Data Management and Public Participation
Program Resources
POTW File Review
Evaluation and Summary
Supporting Documentation for Audit Checklist

POIW NAME: VILLAGE OF SAUGET. TTT-TMTTS

DATE(S) OF ON-SITE REVIEW: __

Participants:

Name Title

JUNE 5-6. 1989

EKVID RANKIN

Organi zat ion

KEG. PRET. COCRD. EPA REGION V
(Principal Reviewer)

7.} jrflfl COqMTTTI ENV. ENG.

1} AMW; WK^tykXl' fcNV. EtJG.

4) NICK fftHLANDT

*\ rarorsr <3TmT™nro GEN ^^JGR <ig:

6 ) TO^I Tlf^WSON ASSOCDvrF1.

n KJifWRVt IXJMINIC n^^ii\|w<w

Vpb. PpGTCN V

FT^JV RI^IJTfTJ V

IEPA
cj^y^ij^/7
ABraF

HGRTCK &
SHUTON.

HORTON &
^HTFTTlyf ,

INC

INC.

Phone Number

312-353-2105

312-886-6106

312-886-2110

618-346-5120

618-337-1710

314-531-4321

314-531-4321

A-l



A/H76d/SEEl.PAC

POIW PREISEMMENT PROGRAM AUDIT CHECKLIST

SECTTCN I: CCNTRCL AUTHORITY BACKGROUND INFORMATION

INSTRUCTIONS: complete background information prior to on-site audit.

A. General Information

1) Name of Permittee:

2) Mailing Address: C/D S?tfff-StJf SANITARY HEVETfpffMr f- FESI-ftPluH AStyX-lATION

SMjrcFnv TTJ.TTnr.s 62201_______________________

3) Pretreatment Contact Name: GBDRGF R-

Title: caiTJiya ,̂

Telephone: 616-337-1710

4) Frequency of POIW pretreatment program reporting to Approval Authority
(e.g., annually, quarterly): _\

5) Date of last POIW pretreatment program report: MVY 1.1989

6) Date of last Audit: N/A Circle type: PCI Audit

7) Comments on results of last PCI/Audit and last pretreatment program
report:
_________N/A______________________________________________

8) Number of Treatment plants: TWO

NPDES permit number(s) Plant name(s)

J][/)Q6^T4^_________ AMERICAN BOTTOMS REEK-̂ L

IL0021407
'JLHfcMMENT PIAMT



i: — *..

A/H76d/SECl.PAC

SECTION I: CONTROL AUmCRITY BACKGROUND INPCE^TICN (Continued)
B. PCflW Tr&ALma'it Plant Information
(Complete this section for each treatment plant operated under NPDES permit by the
pcnw)

1) Name of Treatment Plant: AMERICAN EOTHJC RE^f^Jy^ wAgrrwyflre TREA3MENT

2) Location Address:

3)

4)

5)

6)

7)

1 AMERICAN BOTTOMS RGBD.
62201

NPDES Permit Number: IL0065145 Expiration Date: 07/31/90

PCttW Treatment Plant Wastevater Flow
Design Daily Average (Dry Weather):
Actual Daily Average (Dry Weather):
Design Peak: _______________

27
16
52

mgd
mgd VKf 88
mgd APR 89

Sewer System: 15 % Separate

Percent Industrial Flow: 52

85 % Combined FLOW BASH

Level of Treatment:
Primary ___YES
Secondary ___YES
Tertiary ______

8) Typepf Process (es):
SCKKfcMIMG . GRIT

WITH fnrn?TMa,TTfTJ

9) Method of Sludge Disposal:
________ Land Application
________ Incineration
____x Landfill
________ Public Distribution
_________ Other (specify)

10) Quantity of Sludge:

3.030

dry tons/yr
dry tons/yr
dry tons/yr VKf 8E
dry tons/yr APR 89
dry tons/yr

11) Receiving Stream Name:

12) Stream Classification:

MTffi7T-*>SltVl RIVER

GENERAL USE

13) 301 (h) Waiver Applied for:
Date of Application:

Yes No, Granted: Yes No

Date Approved or Denied:

14) If the treatment plant is not in regular compliance with its NPDES permit,
.list the parameters commonly violated and the suspected cause(s):

Parameters Violated
BCD-

Cause(s)
IKKNCfrN

TSS UNKNOWN
TOKECITY T.TMET HIGH LEVELS CF CRGANICS AND AMOHA

OF ITQA
HARCRDS (PFIZER)

• MKSANTD
PHENOLS
GdCR

AMCNIA STATE WQ

CRGANICS FRCM P/C PLANT
AMMJJTA C"ij[£BmE JTE^MC
MMSANTO AH) PFIZER

Date:



A/H76d/SECl.PAC

SECTICN I: CCNIROL AUTHORITY EftCXGROUND INFCMftTICN (Continued)

B. POTW Treatment Plant Information

(Conplete tMs section for each treatment plant operated under NPDES permit by the
POIW)

1) Name of Treatment Plant: PHYSICAL/CHEMICAL WAgrracviTO TCEMMEMT
(P-CHEM

2) Location Address: 10 tn^rrf. Mmn»«i'r SNJZFT. TTI.TNDIS 62201

3) NPDES Permit Number: IL0021407 Eviration Date: 07/31/90

4) POIW Treatment Plant Wastewater Flow MVY 88 - APR 89

Design Daily Average (Dry Weather): ____11.5____________ mgd
Actual Daily Average (Dry Weather): ____7.0_____________ mgd
Design Peak: _____________________13.0_____________ mgd

5) Sewer System: _____ % Separate ____100_______ % Combined

6) Percent Industrial Flow: 98____ %

7) Level of Treatment: 8) Type of Process(es):

Primary* ____X__________ (SIT REMJVAL. SCUM REMOVAL. B\R-
Secondary _____________ SQ̂ ^̂ HSi HBnfRLJffiflTCN- FLOCCU-
Tertiary ________________ LATICN. (TTMtTf̂ CMJCN. VACUUM
*PLUS VECKLS REfDVAL FTLTRAHCN

9) Method of Sludge Disposal: 10) Quantity of Sludge: MVY 88 - APR 89
________ Land Application _____________ dry tons/yr
_________ Incineration _____________ dry tons/yr
____x____ landfill 2707_________ dry tons/yr
_________ Public Distribution _____________ dry tons/yr
_________ Other (specify) _____________ dry tons/yr

11) Receiving Stream Name: FLOWS TO THE ABEWIT_________________

12) Stream Classification: N/A

13) 301 (h) Waiver Applied for: __ Yes X No, Granted: __ Yes __ No
Date of Application: __________________________________
Date Approved or Denied: _______________________________

14) If the treatment plant is not in regular compliance with its NPDES permit,
list the parameters commonly violated and the suspected cause(s): MA

Parameters Violated Cause(s)
&TT. FT/IMS RQUTFT> TO ABEWIT
11/87

Section I Completed By: _____/VO ___________ Date:
Title: '(I Telephone:



A/H76d/SEC2.PAC

POTW PRETREATMENT PROGRAM AUDIT CHECKLIST

SECTION II: POTW PRETREMMENT PROGRAM FACT SHEET

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete entire Fact Sheet prior to on-site audit. Parts B through H
should be completed based on the approved program documents identified in Part A.

A. Inventory of Documents Comprising the Approved Pretreatment Program

1) Original Pretreatment Program Submission Approval Date: JUNE 8. 1988

2) Does NPDES permit contain pretreatment requirements or conditions?
X Yes ____ No

3) List in chronological order all program modification requests. Indicate
whether request was contained in a letter, annual report, or other, and
whether request was approved, denied, or not yet acted upon.

Date of Where Brief Description Approval Authority
Request Contained of Nature of Request Response and Date .
N/A _______ ________________ ________________

4) Is the POTW currently operating under any consent decree, administrative
order or other document which contains pretreatment program requirements?

X Yes _____ No

Interim order dated 3/17/89.

B. Legal Authority and Control Mechanism

1) POTW authority to implement and enforce pretreatment standards and
requirements is contained in (cite legal authority) :

PP̂ -̂ VK/flMHTTT CRDH|MirT'- NO. 567 _________________

Date Enacted/Adopted 2/06/88

2) Are all Industrial Users (HJs) located within the jurisdictional boundaries
of the POTW? ____ Yes X No

If no, what type of legal agreement provides the authority to enforce
pretreatment standards in outlying jurisdictions?

_____ X ______ interjurisdictional agreements
____________ contracts with lUs
_____ X ______ other (describe): TT.T,TTDT.S MUNICIPAL OGEE OF 1961

SBC. 11-141-7; ILLINOIS
PROTECTION ACT SECTION 46



A/H76d/SEC2.PAC

SBTTICN II: POQW PREIKEMMENr FROCSAM FACT SHEET (Continued)

3) If a multijurisdictional situation exists, do the approved program
documents specify who should have lead responsibility for carrying out each
aspect, of the pretreatment program in the outlying jurisdiction?

X Yes _____ NO _____ N/A

If yes, identify who undertakes the following (POIW or outlying
jurisdiction) :

establishing local liinits
issuing SIU control documents can&T. MrornTry
receiving reports (BMRs, etc.) vrriztiF. nr
sampling and analysis
inspections of SIUs ________ CCMJ
compliance tracking _______ vrrjare! CF SMISC
enforcement
pretreatment program administration vrrjarar rr sauGET _______

4) Vlhat IU control mechanisms are intended to be used by the POIW?
X permits

____ contracts
____ orders
____ sewer use ordinance (SUD) only
___ other (describe) __________________________

5) According to the approved program documents, approximately how many IU
permits or other control documents were intended to be issued by the POIW?

9 ?IU PERMITS AS 5—1—89 AND IN 'IHE P̂ ViiaTS O
TOD ADDTnCNRL H-HML'IS.

6) How often are the control documents intended to be reissued? 1-5 YEMS

C. Tnrftlnc;tr''a'i user

1) How many ITJs were identified in each of the following groups?
AS CF MMf 1, 1989

6 categorical lUs
4 significant* noncategorical lUs
0 other regulated** noncategorical IDs
53 other nondomestic users
63 TQIWL

Numbers came from PCI report dated 12/17/86

* The PCTIW has defined "significant" IU to mean: .SKF. TTFTLNITICN IN SBC.
2.2 OF ORDINANCE ND. 567 AT rarra in MP n _______________ __

** By "other regulated" lUs is meant lUs that the PQIW surcharges,
inspects, controls through a permit, or otherwise regulates, but which are
not considered significant for purposes of the pretreatment program.

i
The POIW's "other regulated" lUs include: N/A _______ • ________

2) Does the POIW intend to update its industrial waste survey (IWS)?



A/H76d/SEC2.PAC

SECTION II: FOTW FraTEREMMENT PROGRAM FACT SHEET (Continued)
D.

1) Does the program submission indicate historical problems caused by IU
discharges?
X ___ inhibition/upset* (describe) HIGH ORGANTCS rrrnsiEUJS, TO ITUA

pass through (describe) IRON IN AME_RicftN fy.TIOMS* PLAKTT
EFFLUENT

sludge (describe)
other* (describe) HIGH UL-N fTumiHmiiis nn TTTPV

AND STATE WA3ER QUALITY STAM-ftKD VIOLATIONS. * PKBLEMS EXISTED, BUT NOT
IMDICATEO IN PROGRAM SUBMISSION.

2) Attach a copy of the local limits contained in the approved program
submission X attached

_____ no local limits exist

3) How were the local limits derived? FPM. I/TftTf T-TMITS. NOT YET
X technical basis (describe) H&ĵ m ra ŷ MT.Trar; MJ) ANALYSIS OF

preexisting in ordinance, basis unknown EFFTUENT AM) OGNQHEUTORY
other (describe) ________________ INDUsnCf __________

4) Does the POIW's NPDES permit(s) contain limits or monitoring requirements
for any toxic/priority pollutants? X Yes ___ No

If yes, list pollutants: .̂ FK ATiaofflD PERMIT

If yes, how many analyses per year for:
Influent Effluent Sludge

P-CHEM EFIUUENT
metals _____ 1.820
organics N/A 4 ____ N/A
bimonitoring _____
EP toxicity N/A

E. standarrig n̂d Reqn.irt-fliyi.r.ts for IiY-ty.'̂ '̂*3! Users
1) Do the approved program documents indicate that the POIW has IUs subject to

any of the following requirements (indicate approximate number, if known):

Yes No Approximate
Number

a. combined wastestream formula X __ ___6_____
b. production-based categorical standards
c. total toxic organic (TTO) limits X
d. solvent management plans _

2) Does the POIW have approval to grant removal credits to categorical
IUs? ____ Yes X No If yes, list parameters: ________

3) Does the POIW have a spill prevention and control plan to address toxic
discharges from IUs? X Yes ____ No

4) Does the program include procedures for accepting hazardous wastes by
truck, rail, or dedicated pipeline? ___ Yes X No ___ N/A
SEE SEC. 3.10 OF CRDHMJCE NO. 567 AT PAGE 23 AND SBC 4 CF (FDINANCE NO 567
AT PACTS 25 THROUGH 39



A/H76d/SEC2.PAC

SBCTICN II: POIW PRETREATMENT PROGRAM FACT SHEET (Continued)

5) Does the program include procedures for notifying lus of Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) obligations? x Yes ___ NO

F. Compliance Monitoring
1) Does the program sutmission establish a proposed frequency for conducting:

Minimum Frequency (times/yr/IU)

Categorical Significant Noncategorical
onsite IU inspections **______ **_______________
POIW monitoring of lUs *_______ *_______________
self-monitor ing by Ills *
reporting by lUs _*_

* VARIES WTffl FLOW - SEE A3TACH1ENr
** AT DISCRETION OF CONTROL AUHCRITy

G. Enforcement

1) Check those compliance/enforcement options that are available to the POIW
in the event of IU noncompliance:
___ X ____ notice or letter of violation
___ X ____ establishment of IU compliance schedule
___ X ___ revocation of permit

injunctive relief
X ____ fines; maximum amount: $1 .000/dav/violation
X ___ criminal penalties
X ___ termination of service

2) Particular lUs being problem dischargers.
. __ IU Name Reason

*, JrVlTTOt ________________ HIGH URON (JLI^
* MONSANIO ______________ QRGANICS

H. POIW Resources

1) How many full-time equivalents (FTEs) will be committed to the POTW's
pretreatment program? 10 ____ FTEs
(An FTE is sometimes referred to as a man-year. For example, two persons
working half-time all year are equivalent to one FTE. )

2) Which of the following equipment is to be available for pretreatment
program implementation? Indicate the number of units where possible.

Number
vehicle* s) _______ f> ______
automatic sampler (s) ______ 23
flov.- i"er_er(s) ______ 15
portable pH meter (s) _______ 2
gas detector (s) _______ 5 ____
self contained breathing units _______ 2 _____
other safety equipment
(describe) tHOJlLTIVE CLOTHING. SAFE^y (̂ r̂ yy3̂ Sr WORK

SHOES, FIRST AID KITS, FIRE EXTINOJUISHERS ,
RESPIRATOR KITS, PORTABLE BLOWERS, SAFETY
HARNESS



A/H76d/SEC2.PAC

SECTION II: POTW PRETREATMENT PROGRAM FACT SHEET (Continued)

3) How does the POTW intend to fund the pretreatment program?

__ Percent of Total Funding
POTW general operating fund _____
IU permit fees < 1%
monitoring charges _____
industry surcharges _____

X other (describe) _______________ 99% s^Z .SET;. 5. SUB-
SBC. 3.2 OF PREIREAT-
MENT PROGRAM

TOTAL 100%

4) What is the total estimated level of annual funding required to implement
the POIW pretreatment program?
$640,800* year.

* FIRST YEAR COST
Other urjor Liner Comments;

D. 3 - THE POIW IS CONDUCTING A FATE AND iltHJT ANALYSIS TO DETERMINE THE NEED
FOR LOCAL LIMITS. SECTION 3.3.3 OF ORDINANCE NO. 567 AT PAGE 18 CON3MNS
A LOCAL LIMIT FOR IRON FOR Hl'lZfclt INC.

AMMONIA LIMIT ANALYSIS SUBMITTED 3^89 RECOMMENDS LOAD LIMITS FOR PFIZER,
MONSANTO AND TWI AND A 50 M5/L CONCENTRATION LIMIT FOR ALL OIHER USERS.

Section II Completed By: />C^_________ Date: /g-Z (»-$<?
Title: y ________ Telephone:



A/H-76b/SEC3 •

POTW PREIREA1MENT PROGRAM AUDIT CHECKLIST

SECTION III: LEGAL AUTHORITY AND CONTROL MECHANISM

INSTRUCTIONS: Conplete during on-site audit based on POTW interview.

A,. Lega i Author itv

1) Is the POTW's current legal authority (i.e., sewer use ordinance) the
same as that in the approved program? X Yes ____ No

If no, provide reasons for any changes:

If no, highlight the changes (deletions, additions and changes) on a
copy of the ordinance, rules, regulations, etc. , and attach them to the
checklist.

2) Has the POTW experienced any practical difficulty inplementing and
enforcing the provisions of its Sewer Use Ordinance (SUO) or other legal
authorities? X Yes ___ No

BIG RIVER ?m3 — rcMUyy**- l*'?̂ *?̂ "̂  CW pEM"K7B)k ffiUV.T-?! HOWEVER _____
REtCMAL CREDITS CANNOT BE GRANTED AT THIS TIME.

B. POTW Jurisdiction

1) Is the current jurisdictional situation the same as that documented in
the approved program? X Yes ____ No

If no, briefly describe any changes:

2) If all the contracts or agreements necessary to regulate IUs in outlying
jurisdictions were not officially enacted at the time the program was
approved, have they since been enacted?
____ Yes ___ No x N/A

3) Have procedures been iirplemented in outlying jurisdictions which
adequately address the following:
o Updating industrial waste survey X Yes __ No
o Notification of IUs X Yes __ No
o Permit issuance X Yes __ No
o Receipt and review of IU reports X Yes __ No
o Inspection and sampling X Yes __ No
o Analysis of samples X Yes _ No
o Enforcement X Yes _ No

Briefly describe any deficiencies: __________________________



A/H-76b/SEC3 . PAC

SECTION III: LEGAL AUTHCRITY AND CONTROL MECHANISM (Continued)

C. rnpl-rol

1) Is tne POIW ijtplenentirvg the approved control mechanism (i.e. , IU
discharge permit system, contracts, etc)? X Yes _____ No

If no, explain: __________________________________

2) Do all of the required lUs nave current (unexpired) control documents?
X* Yes ___ No * TOO NEWLY IDENTIFIED SIUS ARE BEING ISSUED THEIR

PEHMIT.

If no, explain: ____________

Give number control documents issued/number required: 8/10*
*SEE ABOVE

Give number currently expired: ___Q_____

3) If the control mechanism is an ordinance only, how are lUs notified of
what specific standards and requirements they must meet? _________
______________N/A_____________________________________

4) Does the POIW have a control mechanism for regulating lUs whose wastes
are trucked to the POIW? ___ Yes ___ No X
N/A SEE SEE. 3.10 OF ORDINANCE NO. 567 AT PAGE 23 AND SEC. 4 OF

ORDINANCE NO 567 AT PAGES 25 THROUGH 39

Describe the control mechanism : __________________________

Other Suporting Coiuitents;

C.2 - AS CF MVy 1, 1989, ISSUED 8 FfcHMLTS (IDENTIFIED IN ORIGINAL PROGRAM).
TWO NEWLY IDENTIFIED SIUS ARE IN THE PROCESSES OF BEING ISSUED THEIR
Jb'JLKST PERMITS.

Section III Completed By: /<_____________ Date:
Title: *47 Telephone:
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POIW FREIKEMMENr PROGRAM AUDIT CHECKLIST

SECTION IV: APPLICATION OF PRETREMMENT STANCftRDS

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete during on-site audit based on FOTW interview.

A. Tn/^trial User Characterization

1) How often has the POTW updated its Industrial Waste Survey (IWS) to
identify new IDs or changes in wastewater discharges? 2 TIMES ___

MUCH, 1988
JMKWOr, 1989

Method used to update survey:

X review of newspaper/phone book
_____ review of plumbing/building permits

X permit reapplication requirements
X onsite inspections
X review of water billing records
X other (describe) LOCAL PLMMPP pffiM:!^- BLcuNESS

LISTINGS, T£Z£FHCME BOCKS

2) Give the current number of Ills of each of the following types:

6 ___ # categorical lUs Others might include:
4 # significant noncategorical industries
0 # other regulated noncategorical lUs
53 # other nondomestic users
63 # TOTAL

3) Is the POTW's definition of "major" IU the same as in the approved
program? X Yes ____ No ___ NA

4) How are categorical IUs identified and categorized?
TRIAL U^py, ffiffiVBfS. & CK STTF. HKHjJLTlONS______________________

5) Have any new IUs been added since the original IWS which are capable of
causing interference or pass through or contribute significantly to the
treatment plant's toxic loading? X Yes ____ No

If yes, specify:

6) Have any new IUs been added since the original IWS which are located in
outlying jurisdictions where the POTW has no interjurisdictional
agreements or IU contracts? ___ Yes x No

If yes, specify: __________;_________________________
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SOJi'lCN IV: APPLICATION OF PRETREATMENT STANDARDS (Continued)

B. Local Limits
1) Has the POTW made (or proposed) any changes to its local limits which have

have not been approved? ___ Yes X No

(Note that any changes to local limits should be submitted and approved
before adoption.)

Describe any unapproved changes (attach copy): __________________

2) What was the principal reason for changing or proposing to change limits?
N/A________________________________________________________

3) Did the POIW technically evaluate the need for local limits for at least
the following six pollutants (See EPA Memorandum, "Local Limits
Requirements for POIW Pretreatment Programs," August 5, 1985):
(EVALUATION OF LOCAL LIMITS CURRENH.Y UMUWAY)

Headworks Analysis Local Limits Adopted?
Completed? Yes No

______ Cadmium _____________ ____ ____
______ Chromium ____________ ____
______ Copper _____________ ______
______ Lead _____________ ____
______ Nickel _____________ ____
______ Zinc _____________ ___

4) Was site-specific monitoring data used in the calculations?
_____ Yes _____ NO X N/A

If yes, indicate types of site-specific data used:
____ sampling data: ____ influent ____ effluent _____ sludge
______ ambient receiving water monitoring data
____ biomonitoring data
____ priority pollutant analyses
_____ other (specify) ________________________________

5) How did the POTW identify pollutants of concern other than the basic six
metals and evaluate the need for local limits for them? FOR IRONi PPISFD rrc

AND ANALYSIS OF ABBWEF EFFLUENT AND (XMPTR7ICRY INDUSTRIES.

6) If there is more tlian one treatment plant, were the local limits
established specifically for each plant? ____ Yes X No

7) Have there been instances of treatment plant inhibition/upsets during the
past year? X Yes ____ No

If yes, briefly describe; BOD. AND TUa LIMIT VIOLATIONS. HIGH
& OR(3>>NICS LOADINGS. UNCONTROLLED NITRIFICATION



A/R6-61/BEMMHT. S-4

SECTICN IV: APPLIGKTICN OF PRETOEAOMENT ST&NDARDS (Continued)

8) Does the POIW attempt to determine if such inhibition/upsets are related to
industrial wastes and to trace the problem to the IU?

X* Yes _____ NO ___ N/A * BCD, PHENOLS, MMMA - YES. TUa-ND

9) Have there been instances of pass-through the past year?
X Yes ____ No

If yes, briefly describe: TffTT/ftTTT? TTESTMirTF],? <"y PASS THROUBI FCR BOP,
PHENOL & IRON. SEE EMR»S

10) If any NPDES permit violations have been caused by discharges of
high-strength conventional wastes, what measures are being taken to correct
the problem? THE PKlWfjffi CF BCD EKCURSlCFfff HHRE INVKf J'Hy *^ * BtTT THE __

CAUSES ARE uNKHMI. AM^TflAj CjMM*^/OQCnpinm<ay IT? TUa. vinrjyncKS ?tfP _____
UTfTATTCNS CF 57IWn<! WD JTtmARDS. REPCRT GCMPUTI5D 3/89 TO 7VLLOC3VEE

11) Have POIW workers experienced industrial waste related injuries or
illnesses? ___ Yes X No
If yes, explain: __________________________________

12) How many times were the following monitored for toxics during the past
year?

AB P-CHEM AB AB P-CHEM
Influent Effluent Sludge SLUDCa: MAY 88 - APR. 89

metals 2.900 272 2.900 12 12
organics 24 12 372 12 12
biomonitoring 25
EP toxic ity 17 139

13) Has monitoring at the treatment plant shown a noticeable change in whole
effluent toxicity or in the quantity of metals or toxic organics in
influent, effli

If yes, provide details: P-CHEH SLUDGE HAS TEMPORARY INCREASES Ttf CADMIUM
EP—TJOK TJVÊ . ̂JUICH Hftff ?̂ ffi?i)̂ n'ifflTdy m«MJ pTmrEî  TO TOrr̂ f i M3/L. GAktauJ

D TTTXTrTTV CF h»1 ITFTTT BUT NOT TO ITUa.

Standards arki Reouirements for Industrial Users

1) Has the POIW notified its industrial users of the pretreatment standards
and requirements they must meet? X Yes ____ No

2) Does the POIW compare local limits against Federal categorical standards
and apply the most stringent standards to categorical lUs?

x Yes _____ No ___ N/A

3) Is the method of remaining abreast of categorical regulations adequate to
ensure that the POIW is prepared to properly implement categorical
standards? X Yes ___ No ___ N/A

4) For industries with combined wastestreams, is the combined wastestream
formula being correctly applied? X yes ____ no ___ N/A
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SECTION IV: APPLICATION OF PREIREATMEM1 STANEftRDS (Continued)

5) For lUs subject to production-based standards, do limitations in control
documents incorporate them properly?
___ Yes x NO ____ N/A

6) Are all applicable local, State, and Federal standards included in control
documents issued to ITJs? x Yes ____ No ___

7) Are TTO standards or alternatives (solvent management plans or oil & grease
monitoring) being implemented for lUs subject to TTO limitations?
X Yes ___ No ____ N/A

8) If the POIW has removal credits authority, is it correctly granting removal
credits to lUs? ___ Yes ___ No X N/A

9) If applicable, is the POIW maintaining its approved removal credits
efficiency? ____ Yes ____ No X N/A

10) Has the POIW notified the lUs of RCRA obligations?
JS,__ Yes ____ No 11/17/89

11) Are all applicable categorical standards and local limits applied to lUs
whose wastes are trucked in to the POIW?
____ Yes ____ No X N/A

12) If any of the answers to questions 1-12 are "no", briefly explain: 5 - THE
S FOR MJEMITO - CPFMTCAT-S DO NGTP IN

13) List below any available EPA guidance materials which the POIW does not
have, but should have: ________________________________

Other Supporting Comments;

Section IV Completed By: x^- ___________ Date: (° '
Title: / Telephone:
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POIW PREZREATMENT PROGRAM AUDIT CHECKLIST

SECTION V: COMPLIANCE M^ITCRING

INSTRUCTIONS: Conplete during on-site audit based on PCOW interview.

A. Inspection and Man! tor ing

1) What is the current frequency (attach schedule, if available) for:

# times/year/IU
Significant Noncateaorical

1. POIW sampling of lUs SLJjteUiTfEi (KtaiJt TO
2. POIW inspection of lUs 2/ER _____ 2/YR

(VARIES
3. IU self-monitoring (WTffl FLOW) (VftR'Ty ffTTH FLOW)
4. IU reporting MMHLY MMHLY________

2) Are the monitoring and reporting frequencies the same as those described
in the approved program?

_____Frequency____ Reason for Change
same less greater

1. POIW sampling of lUs X __ ____ _______________
2. POIW inspection of lUs X __ ____ ________________
3. IU self-monitoring X __ ____ _______________
4. IU reporting X __ ____ _______________

3) The following question is optional, at the discretion of the Approval
Authority. If any significant or categorical lUs were either not sampled
or not inspected within the last year, then list the lUs and provide a
reason, (attach additional pages if necessary)

Date Inspection/
Sampling is

Name of IU Reason Planned
N/A______

4) Are composite samples used to evaluate compliance with categorical
standards when appropriate? X Yes ____ No ____ N/A

5) Does the POIW sample for all regulated pollutants? x Yes ___ No
(CPS)

6) Are samples split with industrial personnel:
• if requested? X Yes ___ No
• if necessary to verify IU self-monitoring results? X Yes __ No

7) Are chain-of-custody procedures employed? (attach copy of chain-of-custody
form, if available) X Yes ___ No



A/H76d/SEC5.EAC

SELTICN V: CCWFLITsNCE MUITORIN3 (Continued)

9) Indicate where the following pollutant analyses are performed (i.e.,
inhouse laboratory, contract laboratory, etc.) and method used (AA, GC/MS,
wet chemistry, etc.):

metals IN HiKM*' MP CCEfmflCT IAB ___A.A.
cyanide (iMinftCT IAB
organics ""Sf H^gae_______________ QC

OONIRPCT LAB GC/*S
10) Is a CPVQC program implemented for sanpling? ___ Yes __ No

for analysis? X Yes ___ Mb

11) How much time normally elapses between sample collection and obtaining
analytical results? IN HDflSE; j-% tffTlgy/iOT̂ nĝ r IAB: 2-ty frnffiKS

12) Is the Control Authority prepared to take samples on short notice (i.e.,
vehicles, personnel, preservatives, etc., readily available)?
x Yes ___ No

Briefly describe any deficiencies in demand monitoring capabilities.

13) Are sampling location, techniques, preservatives, etc., clearly detailed
for sampling personnel before they take a sample?
X Yes ___ No

Briefly describe any deficiencies in the ability to perform routine
compliance monitoring. __________________________________________________

14) Do the POIW's inspections of Ills consist of?

Inspection of manufacturing facility? x Yes ____ No
Inspection of chemical storage areas? ____ Yes x No
Evaluation of hazardous waste generation? _______ Yes x No
Inspection of spill prevention
and control procedures? x Yes ____ No
Inspection of pretreatment facilities? x Yes _____ No
Inspection of IU sampling procedures? x Yes ____ No
Inspection of lab procedures? x Yes ____ No
Inspection of monitoring records? x Yes ____ No

B. IU Self-Monitoring and Reporting

1) Are categorical It's required to sample for all pollutants regulated in the
categorical standards? X Yes ____ No _____ N/A

2) Does the POIW routinely review the periodic IU self-monitoring reports and
compare the results to the applicable pretreatment standards?

x Yes _____ No ___ N/A



A/H76d/SS35.PAC

SBCTICN V: GCMPLIMSICE MCNITCRING (Continued)

3) Have the following reports been received from all categorical lUs for
which the due date has passed?

Number Received Number Required
Baseline Monitoring Reports (EMRs) ____fi_____ 6_______
Conpliance Schedule Milestone Reports ____2_____ 9________
90-Day Final Conpliance Reports ____2_______ 2_________
Periodic Self-Monitoring Reports ____2_____ 3________

Is the information contained in these reports analyzed and verified by the
POIW? X* Yes ____ No ____ N/A

4) Are lUs required to report spills, slug discharges, etc., to the POIW?
X Yes ___ No

5) If the answers to any of questions (l)-(4) is "no", briefly explain:
*POIH ("TATMS THAT Tfff_?E ftPE *̂*'*NG DONE. HTM*JVm, FPfi? ?ffP KBDLMJB DO NOT

THftT THEY ARE.

Other SITXOI Liner Coiiinents;

Section V Completed By: ____,___________ Date: ic -
Title: (j Telephone! ____
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POIW PRETREA3MENT PROGRAM AUDIT CHECKLIST

SECTION VI: ENFORCEMENT

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete during on-site audit based on POTW interview.

i) Estimate the number of lUs tnat are currently in significant nonconpliance
with pretreatment standards and whether nonccnpliance results from lack of
pretreatment facilities or O&M problems.

Number of lUs in Noncompliance_____
Lack of Treatment o&M

a) Nbncompliance with
Categorical Standards 1 1 0

b) Nbnconpliance with Local 0 0 0
Limits

2) Estimate the number of lUs that are currently in significant noncompliance
with:

of lUs in Nonccnliance
a) Self-monitoring requirements _________ Q
b) Reporting requirements __________ Q

3) Approximately how many of all the IUs were subject to any kind of
enforcement action during the past 12 months? _____8___

4) Indicate whether the following types of compliance/enforcement actions
have been used by the POIW during the past 12 months:

Yes £&
Verbal warning x ______
Written notice or letter of violation X ____
Issue compliance schedule x ____
Revoke permit ____ x
Consent decree ____ x
Civil penalties (fines) ______ x
Criminal penalties ____ x
Termination of service ____ x
Injunctive relief ____ x
Other (Specify) fTMT,p\NCE

5) Has the Control Authority used any unusual enforcement techniques that are
effective which other POTWs could benefit by knowing about?
____ Yes X No

If yes, briefly describe:

6) Has the POIW published an annual notice of significant violators [40 CFR
403.8(f)(2)(vii)]? X Yes ____ No

7) Does the POIW require the development of compliance schedules when
installation of pretreatment facilities or additional O&M is necessary for
an IU to achieve compliance with applicable pretreatment standards?

x Yes ____ No



A/H76d/SEC6.PAC

SECTION VI: ENFORCEMENT (Continued)

8) How many lUs are currently on conpliance schedules?

11)

Have any of these Ills been allowed more than 3 years from the effective
date of a categorical standard or local limit to achieve compliance?

X Yes ____ No
__

If yes, provide details: BIG RIVER D COPP
THAN 3 YEARS FROM THE EFFECTIVE C

STANDARD TD

9) Have all New Source Categorical lUs been compliant from the first day of
discharge? ____ Yes ____ No X N/A

10) Does the control authority have procedures that define the appropriate
enforcement response and time frames to initiate the response for
different types of patterns of IU violations? X Yes ____ No
yes attach a copy) . *BUT SUFFIdENr ESCALATION IS NOT OCCURRING.

(If

Provide the following information for all significant industrial users
(SIUs) currently in significant noncompliance (Attach additional pages if
necessary):

Enforcement Action
Taken to date Date of ActionName of SIU

CERRO

BIG RIVER ZINC
AKZO LANCHEM

Date of
1st Violation
AS OF EFFECTIVE
DATES FOR uumat
FORMING AND
SECONDARY COPPER
CATEGORICAL
STANDARDS
PSES-3/8/87
8/8/88

COMPLIANCE MEETINGS PERIODICALLY

COMPLIANCE SCHEDULE AUGUST 8, 1988
IN PERMIT
UNTIED STATES fcRCH 17,
ENFORCEMENT ACTION
PERMIT SCHEDULE 8/8/88 & 2/17/89
LETffiR 3/23/89

The POIW's annual report may include this information. The appropriate
sections of the report may be updated and substituted for the listing
described above.

Other Supporting Coinnents:
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POIW PREEREMMSNT PROGRAM AUDIT CHECKLIST

SECTION VII: DATA MANAGEMENT AND PUBLIC PARTICIPATION

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete during on-site audit based on POIW interview.

A. Data Management
1) Are files/records:

2)

3)

4)

computerized hard copy both

Does POIW have an ample source of technical documents for implementing its
pretreatment program? X Yes ______ No

Does the POIW keep apprised of current regulations?

If yes, describe how:

Yes

I3NA
ADVICE OF COUNSEL, MEMBERSHIP IN PPCFESSICXftL
SOCIETIES, EC. AMSA, & WPCF

Are data on permit issuance and compliance status readily available?
YES - PERMIT ISSUANCE
NO - COMPLIANCE STATUS

5) Are inspection and sampling records well organized and readily
retrievable? X Yes ____ No

NO

6)

B.

7)

?UbJ

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

Can IU monitoring data be retrieved by:
Industry name
Pollutant type
Industrial category or type
SIC Code
IU discharge volume
Geographic location
Receiving treatment plant (i.e. , if there
is more than one plant in the system)

• Other ( specif v) GAS NtĤ r̂ i^v^iP** PROGRAMS
Are all records maintained for at least 3 years?

Participation

Are prooram records available to the public? X

Have lUs requested that data be held confidential?

X
X
X
X
X
X

X

X

Yes

X

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

No
Mb
No
No
No
NO

Mb

No

No

No

Does the POIW have provisions to address confidentiality?
X Yes ____ No BUT NOT BEING FOLLOWED

Has public comment been solicited during revisions to the SUO and/or local
limits [403.5(c) (3)]? ____ Yes ___ No X N/A

Are there significant public or community issues impacting the POTW's
pretreatment program? _______ Yes X No
If yes, please explain: ________________________'

Section VII Completed By:
Title:

_____ Date:
Telephone:

/O-
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POIW PRETREATMENT PROGRAM AUDIT CHECKLIST

SECTION VIII: PROGRAM RESOURCES
INSTRUCTIONS: Complete during on-site audit based on POIW interview.

A. Personnel and Equipment
1) Does the POTW have the same or greater resources (full time equivalents

and equipment) than was stated in the submission?
X Yes ____ No

If no, describe the nature of the reduced resources: ____________

B.

2) Are an adequate number of personnel available for the following program
areas:

IU sampling
IU sampling analyses
IU inspections
Administration (including
record keeping/data management)
Legal
Data analysis, review and response

3) Do available personnel have appropriate
training? x

4) Is the available sampling equipment
adequate? x

5) Is the available safety equipment
adequate? x

6) Is the number of vehicles available
adequate? X

7) Does the POIW have access to adequate
analytical equipment? X

• Conventional pollutant analysis equipment
(i.e., lab oven, precision balance,
pH meter) X

• Atomic ad'-irption spectrophotometer X
• Gas chronvT-.ograph X
• Gas chroma tograph/mass spectrometer X

Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes

Yes
Yes
Yes
Yes

NO
NO
NO

NO
NO
NO

NO

NO

NO

NO

No

No
NO
NO
NO

1) Is the POTW's annual budget for program implementation the same or
greater than that projected in the POIW submission?
____ Yes X No

If no, describe the reason(s) it is less: THIS Iff YEAR OF
PROGRAM AND PHj'i'ATKf RT—UP COSTS ARE NOT
COST IN THE POTW APE*. HE
USERS.
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SECTION VIII: PROGRAM RESOURCES (Continued)

2) Have any problems in program implementation been observed which appear to
be related to inadequate staffing? _____ Yes x No

If yes, describe:

3) Is funding expected to continue near the current level?
X Yes ____ N& (Increase ____ Decrease _____ )

CURRENT IZyEL - $327,000

Other Sumurtincf Cciinisnts;

Section VIII Conpleted By: /J<>______________ Date: /<?'£(* ^ 0
Title: 77 Telephone; ________



IU File Review

IU #1 Akzo Coatings America, LanChem Division

Plant mfg. synthetic resins in 4 batches/d. 3/30/88 notice to IU of IWS, 4/25
return requested. Phone calls for failure to submit 4/27, 4/29 & 5/3. Letter
("formal reminder") Sent 5/4. IWS signed 5/6 (no rec'd stamp). 6/27 phone call
to assess CPS status. Memo to file 6/28 indicating coverage by 414. 6/29 lette:
w/draft permit, fee and completed schedule requested by 7/11. Phone call by H&S
to follow-up 7/20 - 7/21. 7/25 LanChem called and promised to expedite. Akzo
submits "tentative compliance scheduled 7/26. schedule has big gaps (9/30/87 -
11/5/90). Fee and monitoring location submitted 7/29. 8/8/88 permit is issued.
6/1/89 IU inspection form documents inspection. Form needs to include sketches,
check list items, etc. IPS report required 10/31/88. Monthly Hg/Cn
monitoring/rep. LanChem called 10/28 saying above sampling scheduled for 11/1.
12/5 phone memo saying that H.S has seen no data. 12/19 phone memo still no
data. 12/21 .03 mg/1 phenol - IPS, still no report. 1/12/89 report from Akzo
has VOC,phenols, 0 & G from composite.3/13/89 inspection reviews sampling
location and new p.t. system ("ponds"), 3/16 phone memo on "outstanding report
submittals; Akzo did 11/1 sampling and 2nd (final) IPS sampling in 1/89. 3/23
letter to Akzo documenting failure to report and requesting schedule for
submission. 4/3 letter to Akzo saying violation is not significant. 4/3 letter
from Akzo transmitting 2nd IPS. 4/6 phone memo saying Akzo feels 4/3 letter
contains schedule requested in 3/23 letter. 4/21 call to Akzo checking on past
due (4/15). EMR and compliance schedule report. 4/24 letter requesting ICR by
4/29. 5/4 phone memo Akzo reports the EMR and ICR are near completion: 5/5 EMR
signed by Akzo. Note signatory is environmental engineer, no evaluation for 414
comps, used IPS sampling data. 5/30/89 transmittal of application form to Akzo.
6/1/89 routine inspection. 6/1/89 RCRA notice.

IU #2 Lee's Wash Rock, 85 Lyon,. E. St. Louis, IL. 62201

Facility is a truck wash, discharging 200,000 gal/mo to sewers. File contains
blank review memo. 7/29/88 letter transmitting IWS form "completed" IWS
indicating no pollutants 7/29/88 letter from ABRTF, service began 6/17/66, 5/18-
6/20 bill = $557.17 1/31/89 letter requesting IWS update.



IU #3 Musik Plating 36, 2133 Bond Avenue, E. St. Louis IL. 62207

Facility is a job shop plater doing Bright Ni, Cd, Cu, hard Cr, and electroless
Ni plating. EMR dated 6/14/88 estimates process flows @ 10,000 gpd, cooling
8,000 gpd average. Permit issued 8/1/88. 8/27/88 request for 'review' of issuec
permit because no TID's are used @ plant. 9/23/88 letter from H&S to ABRTF
recommending grant 'review' and relief requested. 10/6/88 relief granted in
letter from Schillinger to Musik (no permit mod appears to have been made).
Monthly rpt. 10/27/88 from Musik. 11/30/88 report shows Cu violations, pH probe
calibration i.d. as cause. 1/3/89 report "contains" IPS. 1/13/89 phenol local
limit report FYI. 2/3/89 phone memo says that PCR has to follow format and
organics info needed for IPS. 2/13/89 letter to Musik requests Monthly comp.
samp. /IPS/PCR. 2/22/89 letter from Musik says process wastewater - 6,188 gpd.
2/23 letter from Musik submits PCR. 2/13/88 IU inspection to select sampling
location, discuss location mods, observe process and treatment and advise more
O&M. 3/16 request response to 2/13 letter. 3/23 letter - Musik requiring better
pH data, IPS. 3/28 IPS submitted. 4/3 letter reporting violation, not
significant violations. 4/5 letter to Sauget identifyingCr violations due to
ORP failure. 5/11 'steam exhaust' lines contain NIA & EDIA. Separation fixes
problem. 5/30 - Musik req. pp. 6/1/88 RCRA notice.



IU #4 Big River Zinc

Big River Zinc (formerly Amax) is a primary electrolytic zinc refiner. PSES
deadline 3/8/87. BMR submitted 9/3/84. CMR 6/88, 12/88. Information meeting 01
pretreatment ordinance 3/15/88. IWS 3/28/88. Field inspection 7/22/88. Permit
101 issued 8/8/88. Expires 8/8/89. 13 month compliance schedule (9/1/89). No
calculation of alternate limits in permit. Amax appeals permit 8/29/88. Permit
modified 2/17/89, changes name and compliance schedule. BRZ believes they are ii
compliance and must do study to show compliance. Final compliance date 2/1/91.
Random sampling March 13 and April 10, 1989. Inspections 3/13/89 and 5/30/89.
12/88 CMR showed violations of zinc monthly and maximum in July, November and
December. 4/24/89 letter from BRZ to Dave Rankin asking for approval of amended
compliance schedule. EPA has no record of receiving it. Permit does not requin
compliance immediately as it should. Compliance schedule should be outside the
permit.

IU #5 Pfizer

Pfizer produces iron oxides and barite products. Not a categorical user. IWS
submitted 3/24/88. Updated 3/22/89. NOV and compliance meeting sent 4/4/88.
Local limit violations (7 in February and 8 in March). Meeting notes of
compliance meeting (completed 2 of 3 projects), need to do engineering study to
reduce ammonia and iron. Pfizer follow-up letter 4/27/88, states local limits
don't take effect until 8/4/88 and doing additional projects to reduce iron.
6/7/88 reported spill of acid, letter 6/9/88. May CMR and PCR showed violations
of mercury. 6/30/88 letter from Sauget with compliance schedule to handle
mercury violations. Inspections 2/17/89 and July 8/18/88; August 9/27/88.
Reports due on the 15th of following month.



SECTION IX: POIW FILE REVIEW

INSTRUCTIONS: Review the POIW's files on a representative sample of SIUs (at
least 5 files), attempting to include at least two significant
noncottplying lUs and two categorical lUs. If the question is
correct or should be answered yes, mark with an "X." If the
appropriate response is none or no, then mark with "0."
Numerical responses may also be required. Narrative comments
should be recorded in Part G.

B.

File Contents

1) Does the IU file contain;
*a) Industrial waste survey

information
b) Description of wastewater

flows and pollutants?
*c) Discharge permit application?

d) Control documents?
e) POIW sampling results?
f) POIW inspection report (s)?
g) IU reports (EMR, 90-day etc
h) IU self-monitoring results?
i) Correspondence?
j) Telephone log?
k) Meeting notes?
1) Determination of IU compliance

status? _____
*a AND C ARE CONSIDERED THE SAME

IU »1 IU »2 IU »3 IU *4 IU t

)?

Control E v a ' Q
1) Is the IU discharge permit contract,

etc., current (i.e., unexpired)?
2) Does it cite the POIW's legal

authority?
3) Does it contain correct discharge

limitations?
4) Are types of samples for

self -monitor ing specified?
5) Is sample location(s) identified?
6) Are applicnhip ru reporting

requi rarer.1 :• specified?
1) Are standard conditions included for:

o Right of -iitry?
o Records retention?
o Penalty provisions?
o Revocation of permit?
o Nontransferability?
o Notice of slug loading?
o Permit expiration date?

IU *1 IU »2 IU #3 IU »4 IU K

NA



SECTION IX: PCOW FILE REVIEW (Continued)

C. POIW Compliance Manitoring

Within the last twelve months:

IU »1 IU »2 IU t3 IU *4 IU *

1) How many times was the IU inspected?
2) Approximately how many sampling visits

were made to the IU?
3) Were all the parameters specified in

the control mechanism evaluated?
4) Indicate TTO monitoring status*
5) Are monitoring results well

documented?
o Date sample taken
o Type of sample
o Sampler name
o Condition of sample preservatives
added, etc.

o Chain-of-custody form
o Analytical procedures used

6) Did the IU inspection report have
adequate documentation to support
potential enforcement actions?

Did it include:

o Date and time of inspection?
o Name of company official contacted?
o Verification of production and flow
rates, if needed?

o Identification of sources and types
of wastewater (regulated unregulated,
dilution of flow, etc.)?

o Problems with pretreatment
facilities?

o Evaluation of IU self-monitoring
equipment and methods?

o Other (describe)____________

M/S

N?V

MV

IU »1 IU #2

1) Have periodic IU self-monitoring
reports been submitted?

2) Were the required parameters
evaluated?

3) Did the IU comply with the reporting
requirements in the control mechanism?

IU »3

X6

IU S4 IU »

V Y

X1

* (N) not regulated, (M) monitoring data submitted, (S) solvent management plan
submitted, (U) monitoring data/SMP required but not included in file.



SECTION IX: PCOW FILE REVIEW (Continued)

E. pcnw Biforcaient Initiatives IV n IU »2 IU *3 IU *4 IU ttS

1) Did the POTW identify all IU violations
o In POIW monitoring results?
o In IU self-monitoring results?

2) Was the IU notified of all violations?

3) Was compliance/enforcement action
taken by the POIW?

4) Did the POIW's action result in the IU
achieving compliance within 3 months?

NA

F. Soills/Slua Loadina IU ftl IU »2 IU »3 IU »4 IU »E

1)

2)

Notes:

Has the industry been responsible for
spills or slug loads discharged
to the FOIW?
If yes, does the file contain
documentation regarding:

a) Notification by the IU of the
spill or slug?

b) POIW response to notification?
c) POIW response to the discharge?
d) The effect of the spill on the

POIW?

NA
Nfr
Nfr

ra

Nfr
Pfit̂̂

f̂t
î
^

^ ^Bv o

IU #1

i.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

EMR is grossly deficient, many compliance reports not submitted.
Review of self monitoring data.
40 CFR 414 standards are applied as concentrations.
Date only.
Four of eight reports submitted.
One set of IPS were collected improperly.

IU #2

1. IU was determined r,o be insignificant. Facility purportedly only washes
livestock trucks (per George Schillinger).



IU #3

1. Review of self monitoring data.
2. No CWF review, all flow data needs to be verified (approximately 6000 process of

23, 000 total).
3. Sauget had to conduct inspections to locate and modify sampling location.
4. Permit has not been modified to reflect use of TID certification.
5. Date only.
6. Not always consistent with requested format.

IU #4

1. No telephone log, just telephone memos.
2. Date only.
3. One inspection mentions these two, others do not.
4. IU is sending in reports, but not on time.

IU #5

1. No EMR.
2. No telephone log, just telephone memos.
3. Also had taken daily ammonia samples in February and April of 1989.
4. Date only.
5. IU is sending in reports, but not on time.
6. Initial iron and mercury violations were identified and the IU was notified.

More recent sampling results show a violation and was identified, but the IU was
not notified (Mercury - 9-6-88).

7. NDV and compliance meeting in April of 1988 (re: iron).
8. 500 gallons of 12% sulfuric acid.



IU #6 Cerro Copper Products, Route 3, P.O. Box 681

Cerro Copper is a copper recycler. IU permit number 108. Wastewater flow of
400,000 gpd. Under U.S. EPA enforcement. Does not comply with Village
requirements as well as Federal requirements.

IU #7 Ethyl Chemical, Monsanto Avenue, Sauget

Ethyl is a categorical industry regulated by 40 CFR 414. IU permit number 102.
Wastewater flow of 576,000 gpd. IU has generally complied with sampling
requirements. Ongoing spills with no spill prevention plan. Revision to
compliance schedule not included in IU permit. Permit limits are not production
based.

IU #8 Monsanto, 500 MDnsanto Avenue, Sauget

Monsanto is a categorical industry regulated by 40 CFR 414. IU permit number
105. Wastewater flow of 3.6 mgd. Monsanto reports do not provide sufficient
information to determine appropriate limits. Permit limits are not production
based.

IU #9 Midwest Rubber, 3301 Mississippi Avenue, Sauget

Midwest Rubber is a rubber reclaimer. IU permit number 104. Wastewater flow of
anywhere from 50,000 gpd to 600,000 gpd. IU has had spills with no response.
Flow values are questionable.



SECnCN IX: POIW FILE REVIEW

INSTRUCTICNS: Review the POIW's files on a representative sanple of SIUs (at least 5
files), attempting to include at least two significant noncomplying ius
and two categorical IUs. If the question is correct or should be
answered yes, mark with an "X." If the appropriate response is none or
no, then mark with "0." Numerical responses may also be required.
Narrative comments should be recorded in Part G.

A. File Contents

1) Does the IU file contain:
*a) Industrial waste survey

information
b) Description of wastewater

flows and pollutants?
*c) Discharge permit application?
d) Control documents?
e) POIW sampling results?
f) POIW inspection report(s)?
g) IU reports (EMR, 90-day etc.)?

— h) IU self-monitor ing results?
i) Correspondence?
j) Telephone log?
k) Meeting notes?
1) Determination of IU compliance

status?

*a & C ARE CONSIDERED THE SAME

B. Control Mechanism Evaluation

IU »6 IU »7 IU #8 IU #9

IU »6 IU *7 IU »8 IU »9 IU

1) Is the IU discharge permit contract,
etc., current (i.e., unexpired)?

2) Does it cite the POIW's legal
authority?

3) Does it contain correct discharge
limitations?

4) Are types of samples for
self-monitoring specified?

5) Is sanple l<~>ntion(s) identified?
6) Are appiK i: !« ru reporting

requiren*?!'- -[-ecified?
7) Are standard renditions included for:

o Right ot --mry?
o Records intention?
o Penalty provisions?
o Revocation of permit?
o Nontransferability?
o Notice of slug loading?
o Permit expiration date?

_xL



SECTION IX: FOTW FILE REVIEW (Continued)

C. POIW Compliance Monitoring Eyglua.tion

Within the last twelve months:
1) How many times was the IU inspected?
2) Approximately how many sampling visits

were made to the IU?
3) Were all the parameters specified in

the control mechanism evaluated?
4) Indicate TTO monitoring status*
5) Are monitoring results well

documented?
o Date sample taken
o Type of sample
o Sampler name
o Condition of sample preservatives

added, etc.
o Chain-of-custody form
o Analytical procedures used

6) Did the IU inspection report have
adequate documentation to support
potential enforcement actions?
Did it include:

o Date and time of inspection?
o Name of company official contacted?
o Verification of production and flow
rates, if needed?

o Identification of sources and types
of wastewater (regulated unregulated,
dilution of flow, etc.)?

o Problems with pretreatment
facilities?

o Evaluation of IU self-monitoring
equipment and methods?

o Other (describe)_____________

IU *6 IU »7 IU ft8 IU tt9 IU »

O

_oL _oL

D. IU Self -Monitoring IU »6 IU »7 IU tt8 IU tt9 ULt

1) Have periodic IU self-monitoring
reports been submitted?

2) Were the required parameters
evaluated?

3) Did the IU comply with the reporting
requirements in the control mechanism?

_QL

* (N) not regulated, (M) monitoring data submitted, (S) solvent management plan
submitted, (U) monitoring data/3̂ 1P required but not included in file.



SECTION IX: POIW FILE REVIEW (Continued)

POIW Enforcgnent Initiatives IU *6 IU ft7 IU »8 IU »9 IU *

1) Did the POIW identify all IU violations
o In POIW monitoring results?
o In IU self-monitoring results?

2) Was the IU notified of all violations?
3) Was compliance/enforcement action

taken by the POIW?
4) Did the POIW's action result in the IU

achieving conpliance within 3 months?

Soills/Slua Loadina IU »6 IU tt7 IU »8 IU t9 IU »

1)

2)

Has the industry been responsible for
spills or slug loads discharged
to the POIW?
If yes, does the file contain
documentation regarding:

a) Notification by the IU of the
spill or slug?

b) POIW response to notification?
c) POIW response to the discharge?
d) The effect of the spill on the

POIW?

Nfr
Nh
Fft

Nfr

Notes:

flM*^

1. Often received incomplete.
2. Region V has asked for modification.
3. In addition, phenols/anmonia sanpling programs.

IU #7

1. Often received incomplete.
2. Region V has asked for modification.
3. In addition, phenols, aimonia sampling programs.
4. Date only.
5. Deficient.



IU #8

1. Region V has asked for modification.
2. In addition, phenols/ainnoi'iia sampling program.
3. Date only.

IU #9

1. Flows must be recalculated.
2. Date only.
3. Deficient.



POIW FRETREMMENT PROGRAM AUDIT CHECKLIST

SECTION X: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY

INSTRUCTIONS: Complete during or after on-site audit based on re-
viewer's analysis of program documentation and implementation.
Distinguish between required POIW actions necessary to achieve
compliance with the POIW permit, approved program, or General
Pretreatment Regulations and recommended actions to improve or refine
the existing program.

A. Legal Authority and Control Mechanism (Section III)

1) Does the POIW liave adequate legal authorities to implement
and enforce pretreatment standards and requirements upon
all nondomestic/industrial users (i.e., mobile sources, lUs
in outside jurisdictions)?

X Yes ____ No

2) If the POIW's legal authority has been changed since program
approval, does it still have the requisite authorities per
40 CER 403.8(f)(l) to:

Yes No
o Deny or condition new or increased contributions (i) __ __
o Apply and enforce pretreatment standards (ii) __ __
o Control each IU through permit, contract, etc. (iii) __ _
o Require development of IU compliance schedules (iv)(A) __
o Require submission of IU reports (iv)(B) __ _
o Conduct IU inspections and sampling (v) __ _
o Obtain remedies for noncompliance (vi)(A) __ _
o Halt or prevent discharges (vi)(B) __ _
o Comply with confidentiality requirements (vii) __ _

3) Have effective procedures been established to implement
inter jurisdictional agreements? X Yes ____ No ____
N/A

4) Has the POTW implemented an adequate control mechanism to
regulate:

Yes No
o Categorical industrial users? __ X
o significant, noncategorical industrial users? X __
o Waste haulers? __ __ NA

5) Has the POIW issued all of the necessary control documents?
____ Yes X No



A. con't

6) Describe required POIW actions necessary to achieve compliance
with legal authority requirements:

ISSUE PERMITS WTffl APPROPRIATE MASS-EASFD LIMITS TO MCNSANTO
AND EIHYL CHEMICAL. ISSUE PEKM1TS FOR ROGERS CARTAGE CO. AND
CLAYTON CHEMICAL CO. ELIMINATE COMPLIANCE SCHEDULES FRCM CERRO
UJtYKlt AND BIG RIVER ZINC AND ESCALATE ENFORCEMENT RESPONSE.
ESCALATE ENFORCEMENT RESPONSE VERSUS LANCHEM, MONSANTO AND

ADOPT LOCAL LIMIT FCR AMMONIA TO EE APPLIED TO MONSANTO, Pt'lJihlt
AND TRADE WASTE. MCDrET PERMIT FCR MCKSANTO AND PFI23ER TO
INCLUDE LOCAL LIMIT FCR AMMJOA.

7) Describe recornnended POTW actions to inprove the existing legal
authority and inter jurisdictional agreements.

VILLAGE SCOLD TRY TO GET A PREAPPROVAL/BLANKET APPROVAL FOR
RIGHT OF ENTRY.



SECTICN X: EVALUATION AND SUWftRY (Continued)

B. Application of Pretreatment Standards (Section IV)

1) Has the POTW developed technically based local limits that will
sufficiently protect the POIW treatment plant from interference,
pass through, and sludge contamination and protect worker safety
[403.5(c) and (d)]?
_____ Yes X No SAMPLING FINISHED. PROPOSAL UNDER

REVIEW.

2) Are pretreatment standards (local limits and categorical
standards) being properly applied to all industrial users,
including:

Yes No
o Correct categorization of industries X __
o Application of more stringent standard X __

(local limits vs. categorical standards)

o Designation of proper sampling location(s) NOT EVALUATED
o Application of production-based standards EXCEPT

X OCPSF
o Use of the combined wastestream formula NOT EVALUATED
o Sample type and frequency X __
o Use of an effective control mechanism

[(403.8(f)(l)(iii)] X __
o Other? ____________

3) Is the POIW implementing adequate procedures
per 40 CFR 403.8(f)(2) to:

Yes No_
o Identify and locate all lUs (i) X __
o Notify lUs of all applicable standards
and requirements including RCRA (iii) X __

4) Describe required POIW actions necessary to adequately apply
pretreatment standards:

REVISE PERMITS FOR MCNSANTO, EffiKL CHEMICAL AND LANCHEM TO
HAVE MASS-BASED LIMITS IN ACCORDANCE WITH 40 CFR 414. BIG
RIVER ZINC AMI) rryRQ (JUPHEK PERMITS MUST BE MI >
OCMPLIMJZE wnvt rA'it<i-i'RTrAr.

ADOPT AND APPLY AN ANMGNIA LOCAL LIMIT TO MCNSSNTO, PFIZER AND
POSSIBLY TEADE WASTE.

5) Describe recomneiided POIW actions to improve the POTWs
application of pretreatment standards:



SECTION X: EUALUATICN AND SUM̂ RY (Continued)

C. Compliance Monitoring (Section V)

1) Does the POIW perform (in combination with IU self-monitoring)
adequate inspections and sampling of its lUs, consistent with 40
CFR 403.8(f)(2) , to:

Yes No
o Identify the character and volume of
pollutants from all lUs (ii) _ X

o Receive and review industrial user reports (iv) wwpFf
o Assess industrial user compliance (v) NBVYHF:
o Investigate instances of noncompliance (vi) X __
o Produce admissible evidence in an enforcement action
(vi)

2) Does the POIW implement the categorical IU reporting require-
ments as specified in 40 CFR Part 403.12? ____ Yes ____ No

NOT EVALUATED
3) Describe required POIW actions necessary to comply with all

compliance monitoring requirements: Review IU reports in a
timely fashion and document results of such reviews.

4) Describe recommended POIW actions to improve the POIW's
compliance monitoring program: Inspection of chemical storage
areas. Evaluation of hazardous waste generation. Inspection
reports should have process logs and visual observations using a
camera.

D. Enforcement (Section VI)

1) In the event of IU noncompliance, does the POIW take appropriate
and necessary enforcement action to bring lUs back into
compliance in a timely manner? ____ Yes X No



SECTION X: EVALUATION AND SUMMARY (Continued)

2) Describe required POIW actions necessary for proper enforcement
of all pretreatment standards and requirements:

ENFORCEMENT ACTIONS MUST BE ESCHEATED IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE
STANDARD OPERATING PROCEDURE AGAINST BIG RIVER ZINC AND LANCHEM.

ENFORCEMENT ACTION MUST BE TAKEN AGAINST MGNSANTO AND Ft'lIiEtt FOR
PASS THROUGH VIOLATIONS.

3) Describe recommended POTW actions to improve enforcement of
pretreatment standards and requirements:

E. Data Management and Public Participation (Section VII and IX)

1) Does implementation of the POTW's pretreatment program include:

Yes No
o Annual publication of significant violators

[403.8(f)(2)(vii)] _X_ __
o Notice to interested parties when local limits

are developed [403.5(c)(3)] X __
o Adequate procedures for handling confidential

information [403.14(a)] _ X
o Unrestricted access to effluent data provided

to the public [403.14(b) X __
o Maintenance of records for at least three years

[403.12(n)(2)] X __
o Well documented activities in IU files X __

2) Describe recn.il red POIW actions necessary for compliance with
data management and public participation requirements:

CONb'JUtWriAL INFORMATION HANDLING MUST BE IMPROVED.



SECTION X: EVALUATION AND SUWPiRY (Continued)

3) Describe recommended POIW actions to inprove data management and
public participation:

LETTERS RECEIVED SHOULD BE DATE STAMPED. FILES SHOULD HAVE
SICHED UCyira CF TKl'JIKS SENT. IF LETTERS ARE SENT CERTIFIED,
THEY SHOULD HAVE THE CERTIFIED LETTER NUMBER.

F. Program Resources

1) Does the POIW have adequate personnel, equipment, supplies, and
funding and technical guidance documents to effectively
implement all elements of its pretreatment program [40 CFR
403.8(f)(3)]?
x Yes ___ No

2) Describe the required POIW actions necessary to comply with all
resource requirements:

3) Describe recommended POIW actions to inprove its ability to
implement its pretreatment program:

Section X Completed By: ___iif~^____________ Date:^

Title: £*>/• £»(,._______ Telephone:



A/H76d/SUFDOC.

SUPPORTING DOCUMENIftTION FOR
AUDIT CHECKLIST

NPDES permit conditions for pretreatment program
development or inplanentation (II.A)

Copy of administrative order, consent decree or
other document containing pretreatment program
requirements (II.A)

Copy of POIW SUO if changed since program
approval (III.A) (Highlight the changes that
have been incorporated).

Copy of local limits if changed since program
approval (IV.B)

POIW sampling and inspection schedule for
required lUs (V.A)

List of all lUs not sampled or not inspected in
the past year (V.A) (Optional)

Copy of POIW chain-of-custody form (V.A)

List of all noncompliant industries and history
of enforcement actions taken (VI)

A-l
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Page 13
, • >^_ NPDES Penrrit No. IL0065145

Special Conditions
4. Carry out Inspection, surveillance, and monitoring procedures which

will determine, Independent of Information supplied by the Industrial
user, whether the Industrial user 1s in compliance with the
pretreatment standards.

5. Require development, as necessary, of compliance schedules by each
industrial user for the installation of control technologies to meet
applicable pretreatment standards.

6. Maintain and update, as necessary, records identifying the nature and
character of industrial user discharges.

7. Obtain appropriate remedies for noncorapliance by any Industrial user
with any pretreatnent standard and/or requirement; and

8. Provde a quarterly report briefly describing the permittee's
pretreataient program activities over the previous quarter. Where
multiple plants are involved, one annual report summarizing
activities may be submitted. However, there may be plant-specific
monitoring requirements. Each report shall be submitted no later
than 1 month after the end of the calendar quarter that it covers,,
shall be in the format set forth in lEPA's annual POTW Pretreatroent
Report Package, and shall contain the following Information:

a. An updated l ist ing of the permittee's industrial users.

b. A descriptive summary of the compliance activities, including
numbers of any major enforcement actions (i.e., administrative
orders, penalties, civil actions, etc.) and the outcome of those
actions. This shall Include an assessment of the compliance
status of the permittee's pretreatnent program in meeting its
needs and objectives.

c. A description of all substantive changes made to the permittee's
. pretreatment program description referenced above. Any such

changes may not be implemented without prior approval.
Substantive changes include, but are not limited to, any change
in any ordinance, major modification in the program's
administrative structure or operating agreement(s), a

. . significant reduction in monitoring, or a change in the method
of funding the program.

d. Results of POTW sampl ing and anaylsis of inf luent , effluent, and
sludge.

e. Results of comple t ion of ABRTF and tie-in of discharges from
other f a c i l i t i e s .
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APPENDIX C

VILLAGE OF SMJGET
ORDINANCE LIMEES



Ordinance No.

--..„*/ or by .
-.wis are sufficient to create __ ut

hazard to life or are sufficient to p _...*,. encry into sev-ers for their maintenance and repair.

3.2.2.6) In no case shall a substance be discharged in such
quantities to the POTW as to cause the POTW to be in noncoa-
pliance vith sludge or scum disposal criteria, guidelines or
regulations developed under Section 405 of the Act, any
criteria guidelines or regulations affecting sludge or scua
disposal developed pursuant to the RCRA, SWDA, the Clean
Water Act, the Toxic Substances Control Act, or State regu-
lations Subtitle C Part 391 applicable to the sludge manage-ment method being used.

3.2.2.7) Any Wastevater having a temperature at the point
of discharge to the POTW which will inhibit biological ac-
tivity in the POTW treatment plant resulting in Interfer-
ence; in no case shall vastevater be introduced to the POTW
vhich exceeds 40* C (104* F) at the POTW treatment plant.
3.2.2.8) Any slug discharged to the POTW.

3.2.2.9) Any vastevater containing any radioactive vastes
or isotopes of such halflife or concentration as may exceed
limits established by State or Federal regulations.
3.2.2.10) Any vastevater 'containing concentrations of fat,
oil, grease (FOG) or trichlorotrifluoroethane extractable
material vhich is sufficient to cause Interference to the
POTW or to cause a violation of the POTW's NPDES Permit.
3.2.2.11) Any vastevater containing BOD, total solids, or
suspended solids of such character and quantity that unusual
attention or expense is required to handle such materials at
the POTW treatment plant; provided, hovever, that a User may
be permitted by specific, written agreement vith the POTW,
vhich agreement to discharge such BOD or TSS may provide for
special charges, payments or provisions for treating andtesting equipment.

3.2.2.12) Any discharge exceeding the standards establishedin 35 III. Adm. Code 307 from time to time.

3.2.3) Compliance vith the provisions of this Section 3.2 shallbe required on the effective date of this Ordinance.
3.3 SPECIFIC 1 IMITATIONS 0£ DISCHARGE

3.3.1) Specific limitations shall be developed pertaining to
each separate discharge or flov-veighted combined discharge of
a User as are deemed appropriate by the POTW to assure proper

17



Ordinance No.

functioning of the POTW and compliance with the Prohibitive
Discharge Standards of Section 3.2 and the applicable General
Pretreatment Regulations. (40 CFR 403)
3.3.2) Specific effluent limits shall not be developed and
enforced without individual notice to persons or groups who
have requested such notice and an opportunity to respond.
3.3.3) Pfizer Inc. Iron Discharge Limitation
The flow weighted iron concentration of all wastewater dis-
charged from the Pfizer Inc. East St. Louis facility to the
Regional System shall not exceed a daily maximum of 560 mg/1.
3.3.4) Compliance with the provisions of this Section 3.3
shall be required as soon as possible but no later than 180
days after the effective date of each standard, as each stan-
dard is established by the POTW. compliance schedules may be
established to return noncompliant Industrial Users to compli-
ance with the Provisions of this Section as soon as possible,
but in no case later than three years from the beginning of the
Compliance Schedule.

3.4 INCORPORATION OF NATIONAL CATEGORICAL PRETREATMENT STANDARDS

Upon the promulgation of the National Categorical Pretreatment
Standard for a particular Industrial User, the said standard,
when effective shall be enforceable under this Ordinance and said
standards shall be complied with by all Industrial Users subject
to each of said National Categorical Pretreatment Standards. The
POTW shall notify all known affected Users of the applicable
reporting requirements under 40 CFR Section 403.12. Failure of
the POTW to notify the User shall not relieve the User of his
duty, if any, to comply.
3.5 MODIFICATION Q£ NATIONAL CATEGORICAL PRETREATMENT STANDARDS

At such time as USEPA repromulgates final removal credit regula-
tions currently contained at 40 CFR Section 403.7, this Pretreat-
ment Ordinance shall be amended to provide for the modification
of National Categorical Pretreatment Standards.
3.6 FINAL NATIONAL CATEGORICAL PRETREATMENT STANDARDS

Listed below are the compliance dates relating to the pretreat-
ment standards for existing sources (PSES) that have been promul-
gated for the regulated industrial categories. For all new
sources regulated under the national categorical pretreatment
standards (NCPS), the compliance date for the applicable pre-
treatment standards for new sources (PSNS) shall be the day the
new source commences discharge.

18
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Self-Monitoring) except where the POTW specifically agrees to assume
sampling responsibilities for the SIU. It is the intent of the POTW to
utilize existing POTW sampling and laboratory facilities where possible.
In establishing monitoring frequencies the POTW shall consider the
compliance history of the SIU, the cost of monitoring, availibility of
POTW equipment and manpower, impact of the SIU on the POTW, and the SIU
discharge flow rate. First year SIU sampling frequencies are given
below. These frequencies shall apply to all parameters to which the
SIU is subject to any specific limitation contained in Part 300 of the
Village of Saugot Prctreatment Ordinance.

Conventional Pollutants,
SIU Flow, gpd Metals, Cyanide and Phenols Organics

0-10,000 I/month 2/yr
10,001 50,000 I/month 2/yr
50,001-100,000 2/month 4/yr
100,001-210,000 I/week 6/yr
over 240,000 I/week I/month

Pollutants not reasonably expected to be present (ie. not used or
produced by the SIU) shall initially be subject to a minimal sampling
frequency. Self-monitoring frequencies and parameters shall be included
in the SIU's Wastewater Discharge Permit. Compliance monitoring results
and frequencies shall be reviewed annually by the POTW and appropriate
adjustments made to frequency and parameters in the SIU's Wastewater
Discharge Permit.

B. Random Sampling: The POTW Plant Manager shall order the Pretreatment
Sampling Technician to secure o«« -̂i-) random samples, at the POTW Plant
Manager's discretion, b-ti-t n-o-t -leas o-f-ten -than a-na-uai-1-y- -ftrem ea«-h S-r-i-if-r

«a»p-i« afeaii b« * tw«ti-tr—f«tir -f2-4-} h««Tr e««p«-s-i-fe« sawp-l-e tivketj wi*h
•{-!•) ^f -two •{€•} p«r-tab-l« sa»p-l«TST First year SIU random sampling

frequencies are given below. These frequencies shall apply to all
parameters to which the SIU is subject to any specific limitation
contained in Part 300 of the Village of Sauget Pretreatment Ordinance.

Conventional Pollutants,
SIU Flow, gpd Metals, Cyanide and Phenols Organics

0-100,000 4/yr 1/yr
over 100,000 1/mo 2/yr

Random sampling frequencies for each SIU shall be reviewed annually and
appropriate adjustments (based on SIU compliance history) made by the
POTW. Samplers shall be temporarily suspended within the manhole and
the lid to the manhole locked in place to preclude tampering. Flow of
the combined waste sl.rrr.im shall be approximated by a portable recorder
and combined wnste stream hack cal <:ulat ions performed by the Association
Engineer to determine compliance of each tributary waste stream based on
BMR data. Should random sample data be challenged by the SIU in such a
•anner as to reasonably question the validity or representitiveness of
the sample data, additional random sampling shall be performed
conforming to Section 4c of the Enforcement SOP.

C. Demand Sampling: nrm;in;| s a m p l i n g shall bo performed when ;•• r MiT'-d by
the POTW Plant Manager. !Ic may i n i t i a t e such sampling at his
d i ;-. e M: t: i ••> ii when hi: f\. ••• I .-; '.hat an l.U. is in violation, an upsot has
occurred, or on the b.-i:;Ls of public complaint. Such sampling' shall bi;

page 4-IV-2


